REMARKS 

The present Amendment amends claims 8 and 14 and leaves claims 9- 
13 unchanged. Therefore, the present application has pending claims 8-14. 

Applicants' Attorney the undersigned, wishes to thank Examiner 
Karikari for the courtesy extended during the interview of May 1 1 , 2006 during 
which the various limitations as recited in the claims which are not taught or 
suggested by any of the references of record were discussed. 

Particularly, as discussed during the interview, each of the claims are 
directed to features such as that illustrated, for example, in Figs. 6 and 7 and 
described on page 39, line 24 through page 43. line 6 of the present 
application, wherein the user is allowed to easily send a picture taken by the 
camera forming a part of the portable terminal while the picture itself and a 
destination to which the picture is to be sent are displayed at the same time. 
According to the present invention the claims specifically recite, for example, 
a controller which controls a transmitter so as to transmit a picture after the 
display displays a destination to which the picture is to be sent if a 
transmission instruction is input by the operation key selecting the destination 
and the portable terminal is in a state in which the picture is displayed by the 
display. These features of the present invention are illustrated, for example, 
in Figs. 7(3H6). There is absolutely no teaching or suggestion in any of the 
references of record, particularly Brunstrom (U.S. Patent Application 
Publication No. 2005/0032557) whether taken individually or in combination 
with any of the other references of record namely Britz (U.S. Patent No. 
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5,414,444), of the above described features of the present invention as 
recited in the claims. 

In the Office Action the Examiner alleges that Brunstrom teaches, for 
example, in paragraphs [0023] - [0025] a controller 20 and that the stored 
image may also be transmitted to another device. However, at no point is 
there any teaching or suggestion in Brunstrom of the features of the present 
invention as recited in the claims wherein unique key operations are permitted 
to make it easier for the user to send a picture by displaying the picture and at 
the same time displaying on the display of the picture a destination to which 
the picture is to be sent if selected. Such features are clearly not taught or 
suggested by Brunstrom as discussed during the interview. 

Thus, Brunstrom fails to teach or suggest a controller which controls 
the transmitter so as to transmit the picture after the d isolav disolavs a 
destination to which the oicture is to be sent if a transm ission instruction is 
input bv the operation kev selecting the destination and the p ortable terminal 
is in a state in which the picture is disolaved bv the displav as recited in the 
claims. 

Therefore, as is clear from the above, Brunstrom fails to teach or 
suggest the features of the present invention as now more clearly recited in 
the claims. Accordingly, reconsideration and withdrawal of the 35 USC 
§1 02(e) rejection of claims 8, 9 and 12-14 as being anticipated by Brunstrom 
is respectfully requested. 

As per the above, the deficiencies of Brunstrom are not supplied by 
Britz. Britz is merely relied upon by the Examiner for an alleged teaching that 
the portable terminal has first and second housings that are foldable through a 
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hinge pad. However, at no point is there any teaching or suggestion in Britz 
of the above described features and unique operation performed by the 
controller as in the present invention as recited in the claims. Thus, the 
teachings of Britz do not supply the deficiencies of Brunstrom. 

Therefore, the combination of Brunstrom and Britz fails to teach or 
suggest the features of the present invention as now more clearly recited in 
the claims. Accordingly, reconsideration and withdrawal of the 35 USC 
§1 03(a) rejection of claims 10 and 11 as being unpatentable over Brunstrom 
in view of Britz is respectfully requested. 

The remaining references of record have been studied. Applicants 
submit that they do not supply any of the deficiencies noted above with 
respect to the references utilized in the rejection of claims 8-14. 

In view of the foregoing amendments and remarks, applicants submit 
that claims 8-14 are in condition for allowance. Accordingly, early allowance 
of claims 8-14 is respectfully requested. 

To the extent necessary, the applicants petition for an extension of time 
under 37 CFR 1.136. Please charge any shortage in fees due in connection 
with the filing of this paper, including extension of time fees, or credit any 
overpayment of fees, to the deposit account of MATTINGLY. STANGER, 
MALUR & BRUNDIDGE, P.C.. Deposit Account No. 50-1417 (501.43132X00). 
Respectfully submitted, 

MATTINGLY. STANGER, MALUR & BRUNDIDGE. P.O. 



CIB/jdc 

(703) 684-1120 



Carl I. Brundidge 
Registration No. 29,621 



